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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-33 have been considered. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 18 is objected to. The claim makes little sense as stated. Logical expressions generally 
take the form when "a", then "b". Claim 18 is in the form when "a", then "a". The examiner assumes that 
the phrase "it is determined that the first Bluetooth transmission signal is not received from the second 
Bluetooth-enabled device" should be replaced with "it is determined that the first Bluetooth device is 
outside of the predefined range of the second Bluetooth-enabled device". Appropriate correction or 
clarification is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1,3,4,31, and 32 are rejected under 35 USC 112, second paragraph. The term 
"substantially" is a relative term which renders the claims indefinite. The term "substantially" is not 
defined by the claims, the specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the requisite degree, 
and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
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only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5 Claims 1-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Odagari, U.S. Patent 

Application Publication No. 2001/0007817. 

As per claims 1 and 29, the applicant describes a handheld security system with the following 
limitations which are met by Odagari: 

10 a) a Bluetooth-enabled control unit having a range of communications ([0009], [0043]); 

b) a Bluetooth-enabled device, wherein the device is registered with the control unit such that the 
device cooperates with the control unit using Bluetooth communications to determine when the device is 
within the range of communications of the control unit, wherein when it is determined that the device is 
within the range of communications of the control unit, the device is functional, and when it is determined 

15 that the device is not within the range of communications of the control unit, the device is substantially 
non-functional ([0009], [0043], [0085]). 

As one can see from the paragraphs referenced above, the primary reference discloses a control 
unit, which is preferably wearable (like a wristwatch) and a device (mobile phone, pda, etc) which 
communicate with each other to make sure that the device has not gone outside a predetermined range 

20 and is therefore not lost or stolen. The applicant should note that the first "information processor" of 
paragraph [0009] is the device and the "information processor previously assigned" is the control unit 
which the device has registered with for the purpose of the communication. The communication between 
the control unit and the device is Bluetooth [0043] in the preferred embodiment. 

The applicant should also note that when it is determined that the device is out of range, "it can 

25 be set so that an unauthorized person cannot operate it without the possessor's (user's) permission" 
[0085]. The device can therefore be made to be non-functional or locked out when it is out of a 
predetermined range. 
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Regarding claim 29, the applicant discloses a claim identical to claim 1 with the exception that - 
WiFi communication is used instead of Bluetooth communication. As noted in paragraph [0043], 
Bluetooth is just an example of wireless communication that can be used. The system of the primary 
reference is applicable to other wireless forms of communication, including WiFi. 

5 

As per claims 2,11,12,21,22, and 30, the applicant limits the handheld security system of claims 
1,10,11,20,21, and 29 respectively, which are met by Odagari (see above), with the following limitation 
which is also met by Odagari: 

Wherein the device is configured to periodically send an identifying signal to the control unit and 
10 the control unit is configured to send a return signal to the device when the identifying signal is received 
by the control unit ([0019]). 

Regarding claims 12 and 22, the nature of the device/wristwatch system is for the information 
processor (mobile phone) to automatically send an identification signal of the device to the information 
processor previously assigned (wristwatch) every predetermined increment of time to make sure the 
15 device is still in the vicinity of the wristwatch. 



As per claims 3 and 31 , the applicant limits the handheld security system of claims 2 and 20 
* respectively, which are met by Odagari (see above), with the following limitation which is also met by 
Odagari: 

20 Wherein the device includes a lockout interface, wherein when the device does not receive the 

return signal in response to the identifying signal, the device is not within the range of communications of 
the control unit and the lockout interface locks out the device and causes the device to be substantially 
non-functional ([0069] and [0070]); 

If no reply signal is recognized and a setting is set, the information processor or device puts itself 

25 in such a state as to be irresponsive to operation commands. 
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As per claims 4,5,32, and 33, the applicant limits the handheld security system according to 
claims 3,4,31, and 32, which are met by Odagiri (see above), with the following limitation which is also 
met by Odagiri: 

Wherein when the device is substantially non-functional, the device is configured to continue 
5 periodically sending the identifying signal to the control unit ([0087] and [0088]); 

The preferred embodiment of the primary reference discloses a system where the mobile device 
is shut down in response to not receiving a reply signal from the control unit. This is accomplished in part 
through the use of a changeover section (306 in Figure 3 and 406 in Figure 4) which changes the 
transmitting means between the mode of transmitting to the control unit to the mode of not transmitting. 
10 In one circumstance as described in paragraphs [0087] and [0088], the user might want to only 

have the phone alert him when a signal is received rather than have the phone continuously send an alert 
signal which could be audible and therefore annoying to others close by. Therefore, the primary 
reference discloses in one embodiment that "even if the distance to the wristwatch type information 
processor is equal to or larger than the predetermined distance, it is possible to inhibit the predetermined 
15 command" ([0088]) of making the phone always go in transmission shut down mode. Furthermore, since 
the phone can be set so that it is still active in transmitting and receiving signals once lockout has 
occurred, the limitations of claims 4 and 32 are met. 

Regarding claims 5 and 33, if the transmission mode is not inhibited anymore, the device (mobile 
phone) works normally as if the changeover section did not exist. 

20 

As per claim 6, the applicant limits the handheld security system of claim 1, which is met by 
Odagari (see above), with the following limitation which is also met by Odagari: 

Wherein the device is exclusively registered with the control unit ([0009]); 

According to the paragraph referenced above the control unit, or wristwatch, is labeled the 
25 "information processor previously assigned" ([0009]). In other words, the mobile device is registered with 
the wristwatch. Since the invention takes place between one device and one wristwatch which it is 
registered to, the device is exclusively registered with the wristwatch, or control unit. 
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As per claim 7, the applicant limits the handheld security system of claim 1, which is met by 
Odagari (see above), with the following limitation which is also met by Odagari: 

Wherein the control unit is configured to produce an alert when it is determined that the device is 
not within the range of communications of the control unit ([0013 (last four lines)]). 

As per claims 8,9, and 28, the applicant limits the handheld security system of claims 7,1, and 26 
respectively, which are anticipated by Odagari (see above), with the following limitation which is also met 
by Odagari: 

Wherein the control unit includes a display, the display being configured to display information 
associated with the device when it is determined that the device is not within the range of 
communications of the control unit ([0063]); 

The applicant should note the display section (207) of Figure 2. 

Regarding claim 9, the applicant should note that paragraph [0063] discusses that the same 
method of display for the control unit can be applied to the device. 

Regarding claim 28, the use of a computing environment is discussed in paragraph [0092] and in 
the rejection for claim 26 (see above). 

As per claim 10, the applicant describes a method for executing a security protocol for a first 
Bluetooth-enabled device with respect to a second Bluetooth-enabled device comprising the following 
limitations which are met by Odagari: 

a) emitting a first Bluetooth transmission signal from the first Bluetooth-enabled device ([0066]); 

b) determining if a second Bluetooth transmission signal is received from the second Bluetooth- 
enabled device ([0067]); 

c) locking out the first Bluetooth-enabled device to substantially prevent the first Bluetooth- 
enabled device from functioning if it is determined that the second Bluetooth transmission signal is not 
received ([0068] and [0069]); 
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Bluetooth communication is mentioned as the preferred embodiment ([0043]). 

As per claims 13 and 23, the applicant describes the method of claims 10 and 20, which are 
anticipated by Odagiri (see above), with the following limitation: 
5 a) determining when a predetermined period of time has elapsed after locking out the first 

Bluetooth-enabled device ([0019]); 

b) emitting the first Bluetooth transmission signal from the first Bluetooth-enabled device if it is 
determined that the predetermined period of time has elapsed after locking out the first Bluetooth-enabled 
device ([0019]); 

10 c) determining when the second Bluetooth transmission signal is received from the second 

Bluetooth-enabled device in response to the first Bluetooth transmission signal emitted when it is 
determined that the predetermined period of time has elapsed after locking out the first Bluetooth-enabled 
device ([0019]); 

d) reversing the lock out of the first Bluetooth-enabled device to allow the first Bluetooth-enabled 
15 device to function when it is determined that the second Bluetooth transmission signal is received ([0087] 
and [0088]); 

As described above in the rejection for claims 4,5,32, and 33, one embodiment of the primary 
reference discloses that during lock out the information processor (mobile device) can still be in active 
transmission mode. In this case, parts a), b), and c) are rejected because the information processor is 
20 running normally and when it runs normally it performs the limitations of parts a), b), and c). Regarding 
part d), if the transmission mode is not inhibited anymore, the device (mobile phone) works normally as if 
the changeover section did not exist and the transmission was never in off mode. If a reply signal is 
heard, the system will be functional again. 

25 As per claim 14 and 24, the applicant describes the method of claim 10, which is anticipated by 

Odagiri (see above), with the following limitation which is also anticipated by Odagiri: 
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Displaying information on a screen of the first Bluetooth-enabled device which indicates that the 
first Bluetooth-enabled device is locked out ([0074] and [0075]). 

As per claim 15, the applicant limits the method of claim 10, which is anticipated by Odagari (see 
above), with the following limitation which is also met by Odagari: 

Operating the first Bluetooth-enabled device if it is determined that the second Bluetooth 
transmission signal is received ([0067] and [0068]). 

As per claims 16 and 26, the applicant discloses a method for executing a security protocol 
comprising the following limitations which are met by Odagiri: 

a) determining when a first Bluetooth transmission signal is received from the second Bluetooth- 
enabled device ([0013]); 

b) emitting a second Bluetooth transmission signal when it is determined that the first Bluetooth 
transmission signal is received from the second Bluetooth-enabled device ([0013]); 

c) generating an alarm to indicate that the second Bluetooth-enabled device is not within a 
communications range of the first Bluetooth-enabled device when it is determined that the first Bluetooth 
transmission signal is not received from the second Bluetooth-enabled device ([0013] and [0063]); 

The first Bluetooth enabled device corresponds to the information processor (mobile phone) and 
the second Bluetooth enabled device corresponds to the other information processor previously assigned 
(wristwatch). Figures 3 and 4 provide a good illustration of the communication. The applicant should also 
note that the use of Bluetooth communication is mentioned as the preferred communication between the 
devices ([0043]). 

Regarding part a), the information processor (mobile phone) has "decision means for making a 
determination as to whether the reply signal has been received" ([0013]). 

Regarding part b), the information processor (mobile phone) has "transmitting means for 
transmitting a signal... when a signal is received" ([0013]). 
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Regarding part c), the information processor (mobile phone) has "alert means for performing 
alerting with respect to the reception of the signal by the first receiving means depending upon the result 
of the determination made by the decision-means" ([0013]). Alerting means, as defined later in Odagiri, 
comprise "a method of outputting a predetermined signal, sound, speech or the like through the speaker" 
5 ([0063]). This encompasses an alarm. 

Regarding claim 26, the claim discloses all the limitations of claim 16 with the additional limitation 
of the system taking place in a computing environment. Odagiri discloses that the system can take place 
in a computing environment with computers as the information processors. If computers were used, 
computer codes, processors, and a computer-readable medium that stores computer codes would be 
10 used, so all the limitations are met. 

As per claims 17,18, and 27, the applicant limits the method of claims 16,17, and 26 respectively, 
which are anticipated by Odagiri, with the following limitations which are also anticipated by Odagiri: 

a) determining when a predetermined period of time has elapsed [0067]; 
15 b) determining whether the first Bluetooth transmission signal is received from the second 

Bluetooth-enabled device when the predetermined period of time has elapsed [0067 and 0068]; 

The first Bluetooth-enabled device (mobile phone) transmits a signal to a second Bluetooth- 
enabled device (wristwatch) and then waits a predetermined time for the signal to be sent back [0067]. 
Regarding claim 18, if the signal is not received in that predetermined time, it is then determined that the 
20 device is outside the communicable range and either an error message or a lockout operation is engaged 
[0068 and 69]. 

The use of a computing environment is discussed in paragraph [0092] and in the rejection for 
claim 26 (see above). 

25 As per claim 19, the applicant limits the method of claim 16, which is anticipated by Odagiri (see 

above), with the following limitation which is also anticipated by Odagiri: 
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Determining when the second Bluetooth-enabled device is registered with the first Bluetooth- 
enabled device, wherein emitting this second Bluetooth transmission signal when it is determined that the 
first Bluetooth transmission signal is received from the second Bluetooth-enabled device includes emitting 
the second Bluetooth transmission signal when it is determined that the second Bluetooth-enabled device 
5 is registered with the first Bluetooth-enabled device [0009]; 

The second information processor (wristwatch) has been "previously assigned" [0009], and the 
transmitter and receiver will only transmit or receive from the "previously assigned" information processor 
as explained in the primary reference. Thus, though Odagiri does not go into much detail, there is a 
determination step associated with the transmission and the receiving of the information processor 
10 (mobile phone) and the information processor previously assigned (wristwatch) which makes sure they 
are compatible. 



As per claim 20, the applicant discloses a first device which has the limitations of claim 10 which 
has been discussed already with the additional limitation of the system being in a computing environment. 
15 As described by Odagiri, "the information processing method described with respect to the embodiment of 
the present invention can be practiced by executing a prepared program in a computer such as a 
personal computer or a workstation" ([0092]). Since the method can take place through a computer or in 
a computing environment, the use of computer codes, a processor, and a computer-readable medium are 
all met. 

20 For further explanation, the use of Bluetooth communication is met in paragraph [0043]. Part b) 

of the claim is met by the same rejection as claim 10a. Parts c) and d) are met by the same rejection as 
claim 10b. Part e) is met by the same rejection as claim 10c. 



25 



As per claim 25, the applicant discloses a first device according to claim 20, which is anticipated 
by Odagiri (see above), with the following limitation which is also anticipated by Odagiri: 
Wherein the Bluetooth-enabled mechanism is a Bluetooth-enabled radio ([0043]); 
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The applicant should note that the specification defines a Bluetooth-enabled radio to be a two- 
way Bluetooth device. As discussed throughout the primary reference, both information processors (the 
wristwatch and the mobile phone) communicate with each other by transmitting and receiving messages 
to and from each other. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Kevin Schubert whose telephone number is (571) 272-4239. The examiner can normally 
10 be reached on M-F 8:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Andrew Caldwell can be reached on (571) 272-3868. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
15 Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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